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ed, or stamped directly underneath 
signature or signatures. 


Current Decisions 


WORKMEN’S COMPENSATION 
—Dependency — Proof of 


Essex County Court of Common 
Pleas 

May 25, 1936 

Mink v. Dower Finishing & Re- 
search Co., 


On Appeals from Workmen’s 
Compensation Court. 

Charles M. Grossman, for the pet- 
itioner-appellee. 
Charles C. Pilgrim, 

ent-appellant. 
Hartshorne, J. 
petitioner, the widowed 
ther of the deceased employee, 
r son, his dependent? 

If her direct testimony is cor- 
! that she regularly received 
his earnings, she undoubtedly was, 
rovided his earnings exceeded the 
ost of his upkeep. Respondent 
relies solely on her statement 
taken by the insurance adjuster 
the day after her son’s funeral. 
Court, which did not see 
the witnesses, to upset the con- 
lusion of the Bureau, which did, 


for respond- 


»}her minor 


} 
t 


For this 


‘ 
would not seem 
circumstances. Furthermore, 
look at the written state- 
itself, it is by no me&ans 
the widow was not 
such a dependent, at least partial- 
Her statement reads, in part: 


vnen we 


ear that 


The reason I never took any 
board or any money from Alan | 
her son) was because I thought 
I would let him take care of his 
own money and let him buy his 
flown winter outfit.” But she adds: 
I was looking forward to the 


time when Alan could help sup- 
rt me and I could take it easi- 
My whole hope was based on 
this.’ Clearly she not only had 
|the right to support from her son, 
but the intention to receive sup- 
The mere fact that she did 


2 yt take his money and then turn 


t back to him to “buy his own win- 
ter outfit.” is not to the contrary; 
nor does it prevent him from con- 
He had 


tributing to her support. 


Article| Page | but just started to go to work, 
jg ogy Ry RP ,| With total savings of less than 
Ban és |sixty dollars. She was, in fact, 
Bar et ans +++» 4]unable to make ends meet. Not 
sg scone ’ | only would it have been unnatural 
Workmen's Compensation (Mir | for him to have used his money 
Dower Etc., C 1}as he saw fit under such circum- 
udgment lstances, but such an _ intention 
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Quo Warranto (State v 
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. v. Courier Co.) 6 
Mieests of Recent Opinions 
FAttorial . 4 





Index to Articles and Notes 
rent Legal Periodicals 


in Cur- 





| would be contrary to her express 
| statement above. There is little 
question but what, after the win- 


af ter outfit had been paiq for, any 


balance of his savings over and 
|above his actual needs would have 
{gone to her support accordingly. 
| While the statute (P. L. 1911, 
| Chap. 95, Sec. 12, as amended by 
|P. L. 1921, Chap. 85) provides that 
| “dependents” are to be ascertained 
of the “time of accident or 


las 
| death,” this form has been repeat- 
| edly construed not to require a 
| present contribution at that exact 
} “(Continued on page 5 col 1) 


warranted under | 


parlor operators. 
CHAPTER 111—(May 26, 1936) 
Repeals act creating County 
Boards of Examiners for teachers. 
CHAPTER 112—(May 26, 1936) 
Defines boundary of Buck and 
Dover Townships, Ocean County. 
CHAPTER 113—(May 26, 1936) 
Permits State Tax Commission- 
er to bid for property sold for 
State Taxes and permits Commis- 
sioner to sell property so acquired 
at public or private sale. 
(Continued on Page 6, Col. 4) 





Government Agency 
Employees’ Salaries 


Taxable, Court Holds 


ST. LOUIS, June 25 (CCNS)— 
In a test case that may have im- 
portant implications as to the tax 
liability of employes of various 
governmental agencies, Circuit 
Judge Granville Hogan held that 
a petition seeking te restrain col- 
lection of the state income tax 
from an employe of the Farm 
Credit Administration is demurra- 
bie. (Bowles v. Baumann, Collect- 
or). 








Without writing an opinion the 
|Court entered judgment against 
|the taxpayer, who is attached to 
| the staff of the general agent of 
the FCA, for a total of $3.48. The 
| defendant indicateq the decision 
, 

|; would be appealed, involving as 
it does the question whether agen- 
| cies such as the FCA are essential 
;to the Government's existence so 
}as to give an employe tax immun- 
| ity. 
| It was the state’s contention 
;that the exemption of state and 
|Federal instrumentalities from tax- 
| ation by each other has a highly 
|important qualification. Employes 
|of the FCA, it maintained, are not 
;}exempt because the agency is not 
|essential or necessary to the ex- 
jistence and continuance of the 
| Federal Government. 

| The ruling here affects about 
| 1,500 employes. 





sey decisions and acquainted one- 
self with the method of handling 
the problem of “res ipsa loquitur”’ 
we may now proceed to watch 
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DECLARATORY JUDGMENT — 

Necessity for Existing Right 
In Chancery of New Jersey 
Investment B. & 1. v. Preisendanz 
June 15, 1936 
On bill. Dismissed. 

M. Bergen Stone and S. Rusling 

Leap, for complainant. 

C. Richard Allen for defendants 
Davis, V. C. 

Complainant building and loan 
made a mortgage loan to defend- 
ant Preisendanz on premises 700 
South 5th Street, Camden, and re- 
ceived from him an assignment of 
16 shares of complainant's stock. 
The assignment provided that it 
should stand as a general contin- 
uing collateral security for any 
past, present or future indebted- 
ness of defendant to complainant. 
Thereafter, complainant made an- 
other mortgage loan to defendant 
on premises 830 South 5th Street, 
Camden and received a_ bond, 
mortgage, and assignment of 
shares of stock. Upon foreclosure 
of this latter mortgage, a defici- 
ency judgment was entered at 
law. After the mortgage was 
placed on 700 South 5th Street, 
complainant conveyed to one John 
Dorflinger, and assigned the stock 
in question to him, making the as- 
signment expressly subsequent to 
the prior assignment of the same 
stock to complainant. 

Between the date of the mort- 
gage on 700 South 5th Street and 
the conveyance to Dorflinger, de- 
fendant had executed a $600 
mortgage on that property to Dor- 
flinger, and a $5,000 mortgage to 
him covering several parcels, this 
included. 





Find New Method Of | 


Criminal Identificaton 

NEW YORK, June 25 (CCNS)— | 
—A new foolproof method of sci- 
entific identification, photograph- | 
ing the retina, or background, of | 
the human eye, is being developed, 
officials of the United Hospital | 
Campaign Committee disclosed re- 
cently. 

The new method, which will 
thwart attempts to prevent identi- 
ficaion by criminals who now dip 
their fingertips in acid or have 
their facial contours altered by 
plastic surgeons, was devised and 
completed in connection with re- 
search work in ophthalmology at 
one of New York’s voluntary hos- 
pitals. A bulletin from the com- 
mittee says 81 of these hospitals 
have joined, under the United 
Hospital Fund, to seek a fund of 
at least $2,000,000 so that their 
work may continue without cur- 








| tailment or interruptions. 


After the execution of the mort- 
gages to Dorflinger, and before the 
conveyance to him, Preisendanz 
filed a petition in bankruptcy. His 
case was treated as a “no-asset” 
case; he was discharged, the trus- 
tee having abandoned the equity 
of redemption to him. 

After the entry of the judgment 
for deficiency arising out of the 
foreclosure of the mortgage on 830 
South 5th Street, complainant ap- 
propriated the value of the shares 
of stock, cancelled them, and 
crediteq that value on its deficien- 
cy judgment. It then instituted 
foreclosure proceedings on the 
other mortgage which were dis- 
missed as prematurely brought, no 
default having been proved. 

Complainant then files this bill, 
alleging that the mortgages, eon- 
veyance and assignment to Dor- 
flinger and the procuring of a dis- 
charge in bankruptcy were in 

(«Continued on page 3 col 1) 





ed. In the first place, since the doc- 
trine only justifies a permissible 
inference entitling the plaintiff to 
go to the jury, it only becomes of 
importance where the plaintiff 
would otherwise be non-suited. 
Secondly, where the circumstances 
themselves as proved make it 
more highly probable than not 
that the defendant did not exer- 
cise due care, the rule is of no 
special utility to the plaintiff be- 
cause under such conditions, he 
should get to the jury regardless of 
whether or not the magic words 
“res ipsa loquitur” are used.67a 
In the third place, where an arti- 
ficial increment of probability is 
given to the circumstances New 
Jersey reaches a sound result in 
not putting the defendant under 
any greater obligation than he 
would be jin an ordinary negli- 
gence case to which the doctrine 
was not relevant. Finally, where 
the circumstances as proved have 
high probative force, making it 
legally unsustainable because of 
the absence of evidence to the 
contrary to find other than for the 
plaintiff, the court should direct in 
his favor. Inasmuch as courts have 
not made these distinctions, the 
doctrine has often been discussed 
where its applicability or mnapptic- 
ability made no difference or at 
least should not have made any 
difference. With this in mind the 
different factual categories in 
which courts of new Jersey have 
spoken of the rule will best be 
disposed of by considering them 
in What roughly is an ascending 
order of importance from the 
point of view of the “res ipsa lo- 
quitur"’ doctrine. 

A. Faliing Objects. 

In this group of cases the tra- 
ditional starting points are the 
English cases of Byrne v. Boadle,68 
in which a barrel of flour fell 
from defendant’s shop upon the 
plaintiff, a pedestrian lawfully on 
the highway, and Kearney v. L. 
B. & C. Ry. Co.,69 in which the 
plaintiff was hit by a brick fall- 
ing from a railroad pilaster which 
in turn supported the bridge that 
arched across the street. These 
decisions were cited with approval 
in Excelsior Electric Company v. 
Sweet? and it is well settled in 
New Jersey that if a customer, 
while shopping, is hit by falling 
plaster,71 a falling fixture,72 or a 


can displayed upon a grocery 
counter,73 “res ipsa loquitur”’ is 
properly relied upon. Similarly, 


(Continued on page 2 col, 1) 





68. 2H. & C. 722 (1863). To the effect 
that the duty of a landowner whose 
property abuts upon a public highway 
is only that of an ordinary prudent 
man under similar circumstances. Dor- 
iero v. Penn R. R. Co., 86 N. J. L. 642 
92 A. 604 (E & A 1914). On the duties 
of abutting landowners generally, Pol- 
lock, “Torts” at p. 542. 

69. L. R. 5 Q. B. 441. 

WO. 67 N. J. L. 224, 30 A. 553 (Sup. Ct 
reversed on another point in 59 N. 
L. 441, 31 A. 721 (E & A 1896). 

71. Law v. Morris, 133 A. 427, 46. L. R. 
1108 (E & A 1926). 

72. Winter v. Blum’s Inc., 7 N. J. Misc. 
044, 147 A. 387, (Sup. Ct. 1929); Fein- 
gold v. Kresge, 116 N. J. L. 146. 

73. Zboyan v. City of Newark, 104 N. 
J. L. 258, 140 A. 225 (Sup. Ct. 1928). 
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The Doctrine of Res Ipsa Loquitur 


When the suit is brought against 
the distributor of the food, the 
rule does not apply,89 unless he 





(Continued from page 1) 





where a brick,75 a 
brakestick?7 fell 
ployee. In the 

last named cases 


upon an 
first two of 


the action was 


} brought against an employer ott 
er than the one for whom thi 
plaintiff worked. There being no 
master and servant relationship 
» between the plaintiff 

fendant, the courts wer‘ ntro 
led by doctrines of as ! 
risk and fellow servants. In t! 
last of the three, however, an en 


own empl 


ployee sued his 
Employers Liat 


der the Federal 


ity Act and the court alow 

ipsa loquitur” to be 

though the injury « 1 dire 
result of the negligence of a fel 


low employee.75 Tt er 


a departure from th f 
the Federal Courts pr to tl 
Act7® which abolished t fe 
servant defense and lir t 


of assumption of risk 


the strict common 

New Jersey goes t 

law approximates that wv h pr 
vailed in the Federal C r 
to the passage of the Federal Er 
ployers Liability Act It do 
seem, though that if the in 


clearly not the 





ligence of a fellow t { 
74. Crawford v. American Stor Del 
Corp., 5 N. J. Misc } 

(Sup. Ct. 1923) 

75. Sheridan v. Foley, 55 N. J 

33 A. 484 (Sup. Ct. 1895); Barbero 
Pellegrino, 108 N. J. I 1 f 


& A 1931) 


76. Polony v. Brady's Sons 

61. 

77. Deptula v. Penn. R. R. Co., lif 
J. L. 515, 166 A. 87 (E & A 19 ( 
denied 290 U. S. 643 


78 Idem 
79. 26 Columbia L.. R 


ot the 


bucket,76 or a 
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is not dispensing a standard arti- 
cle in the same condition in which 
it comes from the manufacturer,9 
unless he is putting out as his 
a product manufactured by 


risk which is | 
been assumed, 
should be ac- 
Where | 2 


own, 


type of 
emed to have 


ipsa loquitur” 


ywwledgedly pertinent.s¢ 


regular as distinguished from a | 
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If oucht t + tone tit] unother manufacturer, whether | Plusage. There the plaintiff's in- 
f oug » at leas tle | ’ - Eee . ; i ‘ Incorporated 
to the jury. |0F not “res ipsa loquitur” can be | testate was found dead alongside 97 AVENUE NEW 
f r 11st I ‘tel resorted to is not clear th ugh it | f an electric pole from which a ” — 
r fall « non exper ertain that even if it does cov- | heavily charged uninsulated wire Beptech 46-6000 
to that “ er such situation. the defendant | s dangling at about the height 
, With « thine | Can escape liability by demonstrat- | of a man’s head. In addition, the % 
’ m ¢ ws ing that he carefully inspected | plaintiff showed that the deced- MACKENZIE &C 
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P { V mir U . é P ri 
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f 1 1 or | ine cases and the doctrine of Ma- fendant’s car As we shall see FRED MASON Jr., & Co., Inc 
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Here ; 177 1935). Can of peas . — , 
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f ing Amer 1 Lay itut Restatement | the — f a , 
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will be used against not only | more pronounced in a case such RTE S08 See Se eae TITLE COMPANY ae 
vner but a rainst one |as that of Clark v. Sanitary Man- | 8°" conduct on the defendant’s ar Al 
“tea 1 ; wor | t ufacturing Company, %% whe re the | Part BEET ASS MESSAGES 
i nder a contractual duty . vill setievcgs AND REAL ES 
ir a sign overhanging the | plaintiff was cut by a faucet han D. Electric Shock TATE 
i t + pedestriar | lle which broke as it was being Surburban Electric Company v. Paid Up or in Arrears 
a] tria! ; ; - Ba Me Agee dee , Covering Real Estate, Vacant or 
ries resulting from the fal]- | used to turn on the water. How- | Nugent clearly illustrates an real Improved, Located anywhere in 
of the sion lever, if the action is brought | Stance in which the chain of cir- Greater New York or Westchester 
mth | T 
aah : recite mune. Ceniiiomeas epee jis. | QUICK ACTION 
ject cas. | against the intermediate manu es proved renders the dis HIGHEST PRICES P.rp 


cussion of “res ipsa loquitur” sur- 


MORTGAGEES PROPERTIES, 
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N. Y. Legislature Ex- 


The New York State Legisla- 


tyre, in an act approved on June | 


has extended the field of at- 





fore administrative bodies. The act 
an amendment to an act of 1929 
ang provides that it sha:l take ef- 
fect immediately. 


action or 
| proceeding. From the com- 
ement of an action or spec- 
ceeding in any court or be~ 
fore any State department, ex- 
cept Department of Labor, or the 
rvice of an answer containing 
nterclaim, the attorney who 
rs for a party has a lien 
his client’s cause of action, 
or counterclaim, which at- 
s to a verdict, report, deter- 
judgment, or 
client’s favor, 
the proceeds thereof in what- 
they may and 
ien cannot be affected by any 
nent between the parties be- 
yy after judgment or final 
The court upon the petition 
the client or attorney may de- 
ermine and enforce the lien.”’ 


DIGESTS OF 


Attorney’s lien in 


mination, decision, 


order in his 


ever hands come; 








liens to proceedings be- | 


It reads as fol- | 





| swering 


| ficers; and that its affairs were 
| being operated at a loss. 
T°: 

tends Attorneys’ Liens 


| custodial receiver, and that elec- 


The bill 
prays for the appointment of a 


tions be helq under his supervi- 
sion. An order to show cause was 
advised and a custodial receiver 
appointed and preliminary re- 
straints granted. 

Upon the return day, defend- 
ants filed affidavits which sought 
cates rically to deny the allega- 
tions of the bill and affidavits an- 
nexed thereto, evidently seeking 
to bring the case within the third 


j}rule of Citizens Coach Company 


v. Camden Horse R. R. Co., 29 N. 
J. Eq. 299, which holds that no 
preliminary injunction will be 
granted where the defendant's an- 
affidavits controvert and 
leny every material allegation of 
the bill of complaint and the af- 
fidavits supporting it. 

Many of the affidavits submit- 
teqd by defendants are mimeo- 
graphed and signed wholesale by 


payment of the policies to her, al- 
though she was not entitled there- 
to. Complainant thereupon brought 
suit against her at law and re- 
covereq judgment for the amount 
of the policies. In supplementary 
proceedings it was learned she had 
used $315 of this money to pay 
taxes and assements on property 
in Little Falls, owned by her and 
mortgaged to defendant Singac 
Building & Loan, the latter hav- 
ing threatened foreclosure unless 
these taxes and assessments were 
paid. It is conceded that the 
building and loan had no know- 
ledge of the source of the money 
used to pay these taxes. 

Complainant seeks to be subro- 
gateq to the rights of the Town- 
ship of Little Falls to the extent 
of the taxes and assessments, and 
prays that he be decreed to have 
a lien to that extent on the prem- 
ises prior to the mortgage. 

Held: Complainant is entitled to 
the relief sought. Under the facil- 


promised to reform, and upon his 
promise she agreed to condone his 
offenses; that by reason of de- 


fendant’s cruelty, petitioner had | 


no sexual relations with him since 
March, 1934; that from June 9, 
1934 to April 6, 1935 defendant 
continued to abuse her, until peti- 
tioner was compelled to leave her 
husband.-; The petition then al- 


leges the lapse of more than six | 


months since the acts 
in June, 1934, and that 
sequent condonation 
was conditioned upon future good 


of cruelty 
the 


conduct; and that having been 
breached, petitioner relies upon | 
the previous acts of 


the basis for divorce. 

Held: The Blackwell 
1923, p-494) 
vorce from the bonds of 
mony may be decreed for extreme 
cruelty by either of the parties.. 


provides that “Di- 
matri 


sub- | 
| 


agreement | 
| 
| 
cruelty as | 


Bet (CP. Te I 


.R.H. Marwin Co., Inc. 


-provided, that no petition for | 


| 
} 
| 
| 
} 
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RECENT OPINIONS 
Continued from page 1 

i of creditors; and praying 
a decree setting aside the con- 
asignment and mortgag- 
es, and enjoining Preisendanz from 

tting up his discharge in bank- 
a defense to complain- 


ance, 


ptcy as 
nt’s efforts to pursue its judg- 
t; and for a declaratory judg- 
nt of its rights under its mort- 
ge and the stock assignment 

Held: C 


ito a dec 


it; 


entit- 
The 
k assignment confers no right 
gnizable in equity. It has served 
purpose and been cancelled, 
i thereby complainant’s equita- 
e ownership act 
en merged into a legal one. As 
the other mortgage held by 


right 


ymplainant is not 


ratory judgment 
ar y juag 





has by its own 


ymplainant, 
render a 

4s to that 

or relief, no affirmative 
sought: when the rights 


equity has no 


there is no 


relief 


method of 


ill to foreclose. 


1atured the proper 
sting them is by b 
As to the allegation of fraudu- 
ent pu in procuring the dis- 
harge in bankruptcy, the court 
annot relief sought. 
Any attack should be, or 
should have 


rpose 


grant the 

thereon 
been, 

bankruptcy court 


Facts examined, and held no} 


fraud shown 
assignment, etc 
ll dismissed. 


in the conveyance, | 
to Dorflinger. 


INJUNCTION — Preliminary — 
Where Facts Controverted. 
In Chancery of New Jersey 


Mullins v. Merchandise Drivers 
Union 

On bill 

June 15, 1936 


Harold Krieger, for complainants 
Archie Elkins, for defendants 


Egan, V. C. 

Complainants, members of a 
labor unicn, filed a bill against 
the union and eight individuals, 


alleging that the union’s affairs 
are dominated by the defendant 
Markle; that the officers have 
failed to give an accounting or fi- 
nancial statement of the affairs of 
the union; that the election rules 
of the union were changed with- 
out proper notice so that defend- 
ants were able to perpetuate them- 
selves in office; that excessive 


sums were being spent by the of- 


that a preliminary injunction could | 


| See Jonas Glass Co. v. 
declaratory judgment. | - 
: | 
right ripe | 
have | 


isons affected are 


made in the! 


jin the 


members of the union. Many of 
the others are identical in form. 
Many of the affiants have repudi- | 
ated their affidavits by subsequent 
nes, explaining how their first | 
ones were procured. 

Held: 
the rule that a preliminary 
junction will be denieq where na 


ity of payment clauses in the pol- 
icies, the insurance company was 
exempt from liability. Ailen v. 
Allen, 88 N. J. Eq. 575. 

A third party cannot reap the 
| benefit of the misappropriation of 
vee oe — he . | the funds, even seam innocent 
of their source, unless it has part- 
ed with full value therefore. The 





answering affidavits categorically é , 
: "4 4 ares “y mere failure to foreclose is not 
deny the allegations of the bill. ia : 
Se a : a full value. If complainant be 
See Helmsley v. Bew, 53 N. J. Eq. , sited 

: te subrogated, the building and loan 
241, $1 A. 210; Connett v. United association will be benefitted by 

associatio J 

Hatters, 76 N. J. Eq. 202, 74 A. - 


the cancellation of a lien prior to 
the mortgage.” 
Decree for complainant. 


188 


holding the court did not be- 
lieve the answering affidavits. 





In Ideal Laundry v. Gugliemore, 
107 N. J. Eq. 108, 151 A. 617, the | 
court of Errors ang Appeals neld | 





DIVORCE — Extreme Cruelty — 
Petition — Counterclaim—Plead- 
ing Acts Within Six Months Be- 

even though the allegations | fore Filing Petition — Amend- 

bill were denied. | ment — Condonation. 
See also an opinion of Mr. Jus-|1tn Chancery of New Jersey 

tice Story, reported in Daniels | soos v. Soos 

Chancery Pleading & Practice, | June 2, 1936 

Perkins’ Edition, Vol. 3, page 1787. | On petition for divorce 
Where it that loss to| Harry Unger, for petitioner 

omplainant will be great if th? | Edmond J. Dwyer, for defendant 
relief be not granted, and small| counter claimant 

or trifling inconvenience to de- | Herr, A. M. 

i by the issuance The 
of a prelim injunction, the 
irt should grant the injunction. 

Glass Blow- 

54 A. 


issue 


of the 


appears 


fendant will result 
inary 
the Blackwell Act. 
counterclaimed for divorce, also 
on the ground of extreme cruelty. 
65 Evidence was admitted during 
The members of the union are |the hearing as to acts of cruelty 
ot harmed by the appointment of |.) the part of each party toward 
a custodial receiver. The only per- | the other which occurred within 
the defendant of- | .ix months prior to the filing of 


rs Ass’n., 64 N. J. Eq. 640, 





ficers Pa lanci . renience a . : : 
ficers. Balancing of conveniences | the petition, subject to stipulation 
ic the test an a se le »j : 

is th st, and a “balancing of |py counsel that such evidence be 
conveniences will clearly show 


received subject to the court’s sub- 
sequent determination of its com- 
| petence. Both sides desire that 
| all of the evidence offered by each 
be considered by the court, to the 
extent of its jurisdiction to con- 
sider it, under such _ suitable 
amendments of the pleadings as 
the court may properly make by 
consent. 

The wife’s petition, filed April 


rank and file of the union 
inconvenienced by the in- 
junction action of the court 
instant case. If it should 
it on final hearing that the 
against the officers 
substantiated and the 
dismissed, no permanent 
|} harm or even temporary harm will 
accrue to the union itself.” 


that the 
ire not 


and 


turn o1 
charges made 
cannot be 


bill is 





Preliminary injunction granted 30, 1935, alleges acts of cruelty 
a |on the part of the husband occur- 
| EQUITY — Subrogation |ring more than six months prior 
In Chancery of New Jersey | to the filing of the petition, from 
Green v. Levitsky May 30, 1914 to June 9, 1934. It 
June 11, 1936 alleges that petitioner then in- 
| On bill. Decree for complainant. | formed defendant she would leave 
|H. Kermit Green, complainant, | him because of his cruel and abu- 
pro se sive treatment of her, and he 
David Harrison for defendant 





|proper to 
| 


the petition. Stevens vy. Stevens ne 
| 14 N. J. Eq. 374; Newton v. New 
| ton, 86 N. J. Eq. 129. But the REAL ESTATE 


| allegations of the petition do not 


| spell out a condonation, because Market 
P 2epor Markets 
| it alleges there were no sexual re- meperse ae 
lations between the parties during Our 1 ties for supplying a 
the “condonation” period. Thus, the complete a Se 
, 5 Real Estate obligations are ex- 
‘allegations of subsequent acts of ceptional 
cruelty on the part of the hus- ASK FOR LJ-1 
banc yn p Y ea stipula 
, | would, but for the stipula Amott, Baker & Co. 
tion, be impertinent. But they may Incorporated 
be set up and proved as giving 150 Broadway New York 
character to the earlier acts. This Telephone BArclay 17-2360 
é the earlier acts. Thi PHILADELPHIA BUFFALO 


| separate 


wife filed her petition for | ‘™°™¢ 


divorce for extreme cruelty under | 
The husband | 


and the statute has not changed th, { Court Testimony 
|meaning of the words “extreme | FIEDLER APPRAISAL CORP. 
| cruelty.’ Courts interfere to pre- jt 14 Park Place, Newark, N, Jd. 
vent future iniurv ’ the fo Cc Fiedler, Pres 

fice Mg |r: klin Hannoch, M.A.I., Vice Pres. 
The cause of action vests immed MArket 3-4424 
iately upon commission of the of a 
fense, even though the petitior ae 

si my Je 

cannot be filed until six month j Title and Mortgage 
after. Repentance after the act CERTIFICATES 
is relevant and may explain or BUILDING AND LOAN SHARES 








Lewis, V. C. 


<i F BONDS for INVESTMENT 
Complainant is the executor ap- 


List on Request 


pointed by the will of Stephen 
Kadduk, deceased. Testator left R. H. Johnson & Co. 
two insurance policies totalling Members New York Curb Exchange 
$763, payable to his personal rep- 


: ; 70 Wall Street, New York 
resentative, with clauses, however, 





divorce shall be filed until after | 
six months from the date of the | —— ——________ _-aaesscesestseseenseseniiansliai tana 
last acts of cruelty co ained |; 2 
rs f cruelty complained | FUNDS AVAILABLE 
of.” The petition sets up acts of | tor 
-ynielty whic a ee Mortgage Refinancing 
cruelty which took place within Whole Mortgages 


Mortgage Certificates 
ind Participations 


VERON ASSOCIATES 


the proscribeq six months, 
cause for action, but as a 


not as 
breach 








of the condition of a supposed 1i West 42nd St., New York, N. Y. 
condonation. Assuming there was LORS ee 
condonation, although it is an af- — 
firmative defense to be pleaded by MORTGAGE FUNDS 


wate Rs Burke v. Burke, 113 $50,000 and upward only 
N. J. Eq. 77; Wallace v. Wallace, aERe 

OWN nn ies Sea : JEROME HEYMAN 
112 N. J. Eq. 292; Rich v. Rich, || 4, ¢y,; St.. Mitchell 2-8314 
109 N. J. Eq. 216), it is not im- 31 Clinton St., Mitche - 


} TTR? alr ma 
anticipate defenses in Also UNLISTED SECURITIES 








SECURITIES 





has been the rule in actions for 








maintenance suits for e> 
cruelty before the statute: APPRAISALS 


Complete Surveys — Tax Valuations 














characterize the acts, although KOELLNER & GUNTHER, Inc. 
not in itself a defense: and failur¢ 40 Clinton St. Newark 

to keep promises of future good Telephone MArket 3-0191 
conduct is also material It fol- —_———— 
lows that acts which occurred 

later than six months before the WE OFFER 


oe of the petition may be set our service and rece ommer! ndations 

up in the amended peten, not in any matter involvin 

as part of the cause of action, but SOUTHERN MUNICIPAL BONDS 

as giving character to the earlier Our gestions are based on 

acts complained of. many years of experience; our mar- 
The counterclaim sets up speci- |} et 0” throughout the 

fically acts of cruelty committed || “77°” 

more than six months after the SHARPLES, BECRAFT & CO., 

filing of the counterclaim, ang al- Incorporated 

leges that subsequent acts of 52 Broadway, New York 

cruelty were committed, and Whitehall 4-6964 





(Continued on page 4 col 4) 
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SELI 





Fidelity Union and National Commercial 


Mortgages and Certificates 


Our prices are based on 
value of the pro; 


the present 


erty securing them 





CO-OPERATION OF ATTORNEYS AND TR U STE ES INVITED 





providing the company could pay |[7——— Immediate Cash For —— 


to any relative of the insured, or Real Estate Bonds 


to any person appearing to have | 
All Issues 


an equitable right by having in- 
SOBEL & CO. 


curred funeral expense or the like. 
Defendant, rit: , de- 
fon ey, © 150 Broadway, N. ¥. REctor 2-3550 











cedent’s stepdaughter, procured 








, Building’ said hii Sans 
LISSNER & GROSS 


17 ACADEMY ST. Tel. MArket 2-4183 NEWARK, N. 4. 
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A Forgotten Pledge’ 


At its recent meeting in Atlant- 
ic City, the New Jersey State Bar 
Association 


reminded Governor 


Hoffman, in no uncertain terms, 
the 
to 


appoint- 


of his promise to submit 


names of judicial candidates 
the association before 
ment. The importance, the neces- 
sity, the soundness of such a pol- 
icy is obvious. As pointed out by 
one of our Vice Chancellors at the 
meeting, fundamental questions of 
law are being constantly decided 
in the Court of Errors and Ap- 
peals by the vote of one judge. It 
makes no difference whether he 
is a lay judge, a Supreme Court 


Justice or the Chancellor of the 
State, his vote is the same. 

The Bar Association desires to 
make no appointments, to usurp 
no executive prerogatives. It 
merely seeks the opportunity to 
consider the qualifications of those 
before whom must 
practice. It not 
the Governor, 
to a client for judicial) 
is entitled to have his case con- 
sidered by intelligent, trained 
court of impeccable standing 

Through its representative mem- 
bership, the State Bar Association 
is exceptionally well equipped to 
evaluate judicial fitness. It can 
enumerate the of 
candidates for the bench and make 
specific the 
appointing power. 

All of this Governor Hoffman 
knows. He was fully aware of 
it before his election, and agreed 
with enthusiasm to the fullest co- 
operation. Yet he has again filled 
@ vacancy in our highest court 
without affording the Bar any op- 
portunity to first consider his ac- 
tion. It may well be that the ap- 
pointee will prove outstandingly 
competent. We, of course, know 
nothing of his judicial ability. It 
it the method, ang not the appoint- 
ment, which is grossly unfair, not 
merely to the legal profession, but 
to the entire e@itizenry of New 
Jersey. 


its members 


is the lawyer, 


who is responsible 
iction. He 


an 


qualifications 


recommendations to 





PERSONAL 
Samuel J. Kaufman, Newark 
lawyer and secretary to Circuit 
Court Judge Caffrey, has been ap- 
pointed a special master in chan- 
cery by Chancellor Campbell. He 
recently was appointed a Supreme 





Court Commissioner. 





Voice of the Bar 


COMMENT AND CRITICISM 
INVITED 





VOICE OF THE BAR 

Editor of N. J. Law Journal 
The movement of the Bar As- 
sociation for reform in our Judic- 
ial system is certainly admirable; 
however it is apparent that the 
emphasis of reform is placed on 
the upper courts ang the lower 
courts receive no great attention 
despite the fact that a great num- 
ber of people are affected by the 


administration in the lower tri- 
bunals 
As an example of an archaic 


system in a modern world, we have 
right here in Essex County a sys- 
tem wherein Justices of the peace 
elected by the vote of about a 
people are entrusted with 
duties of the administration 
a civil court. 


dozen 
the 
of 

It is probable that many of the 
lawyers residents of Essex 
County are unaware of the 
that of the location by 
the legislature of the various ju- 
dicial districts this County 
there has been omitted the terri- 
ory comprising Belleville, Bloom- 
field, Nutley, Roseland, Livingston 
and West Orange, wherein civil 
actions not exceeding $200. may 


and 


because 


in 


be heard by a Justice of the Peace. | 


Of course, no self respecting 


lawyer will bring his matters to | 


those courts but that apparently, 
does not take care of a situation 
which should be avoided. 
Yours very truly, 
Charles I. Malovany 





BANKRUPTCY AND RECEIVER- 
SHIP INVESTIGATION 


Copies of Counsel’s Report Avail- 
able for Examination 

The Special Committee of the 

United States Senate investigating 

bankruptcy and receivership pro- 


ceedings invites comment and 
criticism concerning the printed 
report of Percival E. Jackson, 


counsel to the Special Committee, 
in order to assist in the submis- 
of proposed 
amendments to Section 77B of the 
National Bankruptcy Act. Copies 
of the report may be obtained up- 
on application to Senator William 


Gibbs McAdoo, Chairman, Senate 
Office Building, Washington, D. C. 


sion to Congress 


fact | 





aa 


BAR ASSOCIATION 
NOTES 


FEDERAL BAR ASSOCIATION 

At the annual meeting of the 
Federal Bar Association of New 
York, New Jersey and Connecti- 
cut, held June 16, 1936, the follow- 
ing officers were elected: 

President—Henry Ward Beer, of 
New York City. New Jersey Vice- 
President — Thomas V. Arrow- 
smith, of Trenton, N. J. New York 
Vice-President—Franklin F. Rus- 
sell, of New York City. Northern 
New York Vice-President—Lester 
T. Hubbard, of Albany, N. Y. 
Brooklyn Vice-President — Albert 
D. Schanzer, of Brooklyn, N. Y. 
Connecticut Vice-President — Ar- 
thur B. Weiss, of Bridgeport, 
|Conn. Secretary—James Amadei, 
of Brooklyn, N. Y. Treasurer— 
Joseph L. Klein, of New York City. 
Financial Secretary — Anthony 
Giuliano, of Newark, N. J. Assist- 
ant Secretary—Anna Faians, of 
New York City. 

Preceding the business part of 
the annual meeting the United 
States Department of Justice pre- 
sented an exhibit on scientific 
crime detection. An address was 
made by Mr. E. P. Coffey in charge 
|of the Scientific Crime Deteetion 
Bureau at Washington, D. C., and 
Robert Daru, Esq., 
'the Association’s Special Commit- 





tee to Suppress Racketeering, pre- | 
| period 


sided. 


Hudson County 





| 


|} his counterclaim 
chairman of 
| divorce 


A resolution censuring the six | 


attorneys who voted against the 
lawyers’ bill was adopted by the 
Hudson County Bar Association, at 
its meeting held June 19. The law- 
|yers who voted against the bill 


| were Cavinato of Bergen County; | 


| Evans of Camden County; Zink of 
| Essex County; Proctor of Mon- 
| Mouth County; Baldwin of Sussex 


| County; and Kerner of Union| Frank W. Towey, Jr 


County. 


Will Hays in response to the reso- 
| lution censuring the moving pic- 

treatment of lawyers. The 
| public relations committee report- 
| ed, and Hays stated that the mat- 
| ter would be taken up in the fall 
| The library committee reported 
}that it would communicate with 
|Chief Justice Brogan to request 
|that the library at the Hudson 
; County Court House be brought up 
;}to date by adding recent statutes 
land laws. 

U. S. District Court Judge Mat- 
thew Abruzzo and Joseph Ruggi- 
ero, assistant attorney general of 
New York, were guest speakers. 


ture 


A letter has been received from | 


DIGESTS OF 
RECENT OPINIONS 


(Continued from page 3) 





claims the “right” to file an 
amendment by way of supplement | 


to include allegations of such later 


acts after the lapse of six months | wv 


from their commission. But there 


has never been any doubt that the | not constitute a violation of 
statutory proviso does not pre-/tion 270. Whether it did wa 


clude setting up such acts by way 
of recrimination. Gilente v. 
ente, 104 N. J. Eq. 605. The six} 
month proviso by its terms applies 
only to petitions. It does not men- 


ri) 
GUL- 


tion counterclaims. The proviso is | Sus 






unlike the ordinary statute of limi- 
tations, in that it sets up a time 
before which, 
which, a cause of action may not | 
enforced. But the right exists | 
immediately upon the commission | 






be 


of the wrongful act. Public pol 
icy dictates this provision, to af- | 
th in 


ford a period within which 


Lue ili- 


jured party m calm down and 


reflect. But if this were construed | 


ay 


to apply to the defendant as 
he would be placed at a distinct 
disadvantage in a suit brought 


against him 


Defendant may therefore amend 


so as to include 


ounterclaim for 


of his 


for 


as part 
extrem cruelty acts 





within the six month 


committed 





TRADE UNIONS — Triai By —| 
Review by Court of Chancery 


{In Chancery of New Jersey 


| 
| 
| 
| 


| 


| 
| 
| 
| 


! 
| 


| resolved 


The following were elected del- | 


egates to the State Bar Associa- | 


tion: Alexander De Sevo, David 
| Friedenberg, William R. Gannon, 
Jacob Gould, Edmund S. Johnson, 
Charles W. Kappes, David M. 
Klausner, Cyrus W. Lunn, Edward 
V. Ryan and Isaac W. Seiler. 


Obituary 


Henry Cooper Pitney 








oldest lawyers of New Jersey, 
late Vice Chancellor Henry Cooper 
Pitney, Mr. Pitney was born in 
Morristown August 6, 1856. He 
was graduated from Princeton in 
1877 and received his M.A. degree 
in 1880. 

He studied law in the office of 
Pitney and Youngblood in Morris- 
town and was admitted as an at- 
torney in 1880, ang as a counsel- 
lor in 1884. Mr. Pitney was one 
of three lawyers practicing for 
more than fifty years who were 
honored with a dinner by the 
State Bar Association last winter. 
He was an Advisory Master and 
Special Master in-Chancery 





Henry Cooper Pitney, one of the | 


died June 5, 1936. The son of the | 


|cil was named as complainant and 


| 


| 
| 
| 
| 


|and harmony of the 








Gaestel v. Brotherhood of Paint 
ers, Decorators and Paperhang- 
ers. 

May 18, 1936 

On bill. Decree for complainant. 

Frazer, Stoffer & Jacobs, for com- 
plainant 

for defend- 
ants 

Bigelow, V. C. 

Complainant, a 


- 


member of 





al 26 of defendant union rte 

letter to one of the Newark VS 
papers, which it pu Irg 
ing “all trade unionists to clean 
house in their respective organiz- 
ations. Let us remove all rack- 
eteering labor leaders whose self- 


ish interests reflect so strongly on 
the rank and file.” As a result, he 


was summoned before the Dis- 
trict Council, composed, inter 
alia of delegates from his 


and was called upon for an apol- 
He refused, and the council 
that “Brother Gaestel is 
to be served with formal charges 
of violation of 270 
eral Constitution 
drawn, in which the District Coun- 
1 


ogy. 


section Gen- | 


Charges were | 


accused of vio 


ides; “Any | 
creates 


Gaestel was lating 
section 270 which pri 
officer or member 

dissension among the 


who works against 


who 
members, or 
the interest 
Brotherhood | 
-shall be given an impartial trial, 
and if convicteq shall be punished 
as the local Union may decide” 
Gaestel pleaded not gu 
a committee of 








the council itself was complainaw! 


| dismissed his appeal. 


rather than after |e! 


| 

| 

j 
well, | « 

| 

| 








none of its members could sit. 
Complainant appealed t 
General Executive Board 


9) 


Held: Complainant cannot ; 
sustained in contention 
judgment was 
e not told « 
to retract. He also con 
in writing the- lett 






his 


the unreas 





use he was 








question 


primarily for the 





With work scarce 4 
builing trades, and exposes 








Chancery will ng: 
case to determine whet. 
er is guilty. 


mbers 
1Ders. 








(Conn.) 20 A. 67: 
the truth th 


the 


received only on 


‘ges against 


member 
the Gq 
of the pr 


od 
++ 


ngs against nim. 





committee was no 
equired by t 

The constitution consti. 
upon whi 
rely. Har 

Eq 


nstitution contemplates 


tutes a contract 





90 


shall be placed on 


harged by anot! 








i nber Althoug 
that accusation 
a4inant was made by 
incil as a body was a mir 
insufficient to 


(Burke v 





me B. of  E., 7% 
|F. 707 guilt had } 
been dete by the 
whi vote » prefer < ges 
rainst hir His guilt h 
2 rmined by |! 
. t trial. He n 
this g i entitled to the « 
p! Peo. v. Musical 
Pr Union, (N. Y¥.) 2 
E. 128, Weiss v. Musical M. P- 
I Pa 42 118; Fales v 
Ps R. I 99 A. 823 
Decree for complainant 


SALES — Warranty of Merchsna- 
bility — Goods Sold for Resale 
Purposes. 

irt 

Mones v. Imperial Bottling W 


New Jersey Supreme Cot 





I M. Li for defenda 
lant 
t B. Melnik for plaintiffs 
( n 
1intiff sued and recovers 
gmen rr magnesia sold 
iefendant for resale. Defend 


f defense bréach 
warranty of mer- 
the Sales Act 
15 sec. 2) pro- 

goods are 
script 


iC. S. 4651, par 
where 


tion from a deal- 
an implied warranty 


five men was chosen from the coun ne goods shall be of mer- 
cil members—about fifteen—who | chan ble quality The proofs in- 
were present. At the trial Gaes- | licate that the goods were sold 
tel refused to take part and scription and did not comply 
fused to answer questions as to|w he standard formula for 
the particulars of his statement. 2. The proofs further in- 
He was ordered to retract, and | di hat the defendant had 


upon his failure to do so, was ex- 
pelled. 

Complainant relied for his re- 
fusal to recognize or take part in 
the trial upon section 289 of the 
General Constitution which reads: 
“No officer or member who is a 
party to or directly interested in 
any case or trial, shall act as a | 
member of the committee of in- | 
vestigation,” contending that since | 





n convicted of violating the 
i and Drug Act of this State’ 
reason of > sale of part of 
e goods defendant. 9 
Held: From the evidence it 
learly appears that the goods did 
not comply with the implied war-~ 
ranty of merchantability. There 
is an implied warranty to a dealer 
who buys goods for resale if the 

(Continued on Page 6, Col. 1) - 


Fo 


yt 










4 

























































































racketeering in other labor union; 
the letter might well have cauge; HH + whic! 
suspicion and dissension 
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was com ; P 
Plaip ° this does not sa i : asse : : 
bers could «, Juvenile t say that such amount liab $4,133.29; ts $200; vol;/a jolt which threw the plaintiff | of these situations, once there was 
sit a so contributeq must have been so| refr Porter; solr Wm. F. Nies, | employee off the train but th i eason 
Sppealed to , quency Campaign contributed at the exact time f | Nrk. 6-17 ey : my not eesapanaliersi s 
v im i ; 
ve Board, whi: the accident, rather th of | GRIESS, Wm., formerly t|a Rec-| ‘dence showed that the jolt was | able man would conclude, at least 
peal, DB . .NGELES, June 9 (CCNS) | yj ident, rather than at a pre-| “ org Luncheonette & New Deal |not unusual;14 or, finally, where | until the defendant showed due 
inant ca, LOS - vious time, for instance. Suppose| Tavern (Restaurant & Tavern |the circumstances themselves dem-|care or the lack of credibility of 
annot Mm, comprehensive program look-|q husband had previously been| owner) 40 Beacon St., Nrk; liab| onstrate the impossibility of th 
content 7g an AES ee : ; , : : 1: e possibility oO €|the evidence introduced through 
: tion th, e prevention of juvenile |able to partially contribute to his| $4,862.50; assets—none; VO"; | 1), intitr- employe tentio inti i 
as unre a ney in this city will be] wif therwis ted by her | ee a a oe Se uae tiadee at 
. & ‘) ait) “ “ e, L > } 
not tol “ataken by the Junior Bar “4 ae nick, Nrk. 6-16 a passiig train struck him,104a a brought out, that either the de- 
He also c.- perane 4 t of th pa sons, had then lost his job in the| KELLER, Joseph (Lathe Hand) | non-suit was proper. In Pascell|fendant or his servants failed to 
‘Ontend Math the indorsement oO e Los| depression, and on the first day| 16 Parkview Terr., Nrk; liab|y, North Jersey Street Railway | exercise t} Rs 
* tie. in. eerie Bee ~ Pg ae wive 4 y str way | exercise the high degree of care 
; 4 dia Bar Association, accord-|of reemployment been killed. To | $4586; assets—none; vol; refr Cc any.10< th +} wad ; 
Violation . Ry it ‘ Porter: lr Emil H. Block, Nrk ompany.!0° e court non-suited required of a common carrier. 
2 n announcement by Ned |holg that, because he had not for | orter; solr Rmlil Mi. BIOCK, NIK. f rac é : i : 
er it diq neirunen of the fuulce or lancntne « - . | 6-13 the plaintiff, a child who was | This is another way of saying that 
y for ty tion months “actually contributed’’ to |LAKE VALHALLA HEIGHTS, | thrown from the trolley after she |“res ipsa loquitur” is really of 
cin, ion. the support of the family they | |} INC. Debtor; (acquisition of|haq arisen from her seat, walked | jittle significance. It may be well 
= In eral committee appointed|were not dependent upon him, | Lands & Country club) Twnship | ty the platfor yhere she loosely 
and exposes the work will function ld indeed b hars} of Montville; reorganization un- o the platform where she loosely |to note that because of the high 
- ag yn 4 WO u ui woul 1aee¢ pe §£ lars . struc- | © ° > ert i : . 2 e ° 
her labor rT ee aii is ma @ in eed be a harsh construc-| «wr 77-B; solr Warren R. held on to a portion of the car.|degree of care required it will 
yell hay. , ree sub-committees, one _— of me act. That there are | Schenck, N. Brunswick. 6-18 The conductor had signalled for|]take a lesser amount of evidence 
Seension will be known as the re-/a host of such cases today is in- | | LYONS, Harry Grant, Jr. 313} a stop and as the car slowed down |of negligence to indicate a bre&ch 
eneery « —— section, another|dubitable. Nor need the money | ee ee it ran into a “turn out’ just be- |of duty. 
a 7 WAL not public information section, | have be r ( ‘th | 1655.90, 4.00; e the crossing is diffic : 
etermine « Ly Se ave been handeq back and forth | vol; refr Gaskill; solr R. Cooper fore the crossing. It is difficult to In the “low probability” group 
ruilty. third as the safety counsel | between mother and son to create| prowne Collingswood. 6-13 distinguish this case from the gen- the doctrine was hela to cover is 
2 n a : ttc = x 4 : the doctrine was he oO - 
1) 20 4 such actual contribution. NERO, Lawrence O. (Laborer) 43| eral group of “lurch” cases which |" d 
truth nnouncing inauguration of Hence, in either aspect, there Brooklane Av., Nutley; liab $12,| comprise a large portion of our |JUNES » 3 po resulting 
mem} . rk, General Chairman Har-| would seem in this instance to | 626.06; assets $200; Vol; refr “high probability’ group = and from the bursting of an electric 
eet Der wit Krowech id: Lave been a contribution by the Porter; solr George L. Sachs, era ‘e difficult to justify in tl budb in the car,115 and from the 
the ; rowec said: rave been é£ ontributi 5 1e Nwk. 6-15 even more diffcu oO justily in the ee A ind sae 
ia os The Junior Barristers of the | °°Y to his mother. NICHOLS, Fred Parks, tia F. P.| light of the extremes to which tine 9 Senora oc :8 Whew i 
‘ 4os Angeles Bar Association re- As to whether this contribution | Nichols & Son (Grocery merch- courts have gone in the “low | Likewise, where a slowly moving, 
3 ». lexceeded the cost of the boy’s up-| 22t) 405 S. Broadway, Pitman, | propability” group locomotive blew its whistle loudly 
und re gnize a community responsibili- |*“*"“"" ose ‘ ’ P | N. J: liab $2,532. 89: assets $1 — y & P- — . aintiff’ 
Pqulreg , : : “een, a auestion not ateued. but | “a : ’ Proceeding now to the “high | 224 scared the plaintiff's horse.117 
Mant. He cha». ty in the reduction of juvenile ee 2 ee es 100.10; vol; refr Gaskill, Cam- ee pe | The elements of “equal possibili- 
Mts een nguency. We realize and under- must be found to exist to prove den: solr Fred A. Gravino,| Probability’ cases, we find it r pega? re trol i rat! 
ired hy ~ tand that if juvenile crime is to lependency, counsel will be heard Woodbury, N. J. 6-16 clearly laid down that “res ipsa | y" and Ick Of CONG) ee 
red by stiana UU ‘ ail ‘ 2 ss ) ese case ave alre 
stitut;, evented our young genera-} 0" notice ORMOND, Melrose, ta Ormond] loquitur” covers suits by a passen- te these Pen s have pony been 
~ awaOR Cong une A Service (Auto mechanic & | ger agai eres ines discussed!!s and it must be con- 
oon must have an intelligent un- eae Se noes —s wo st E ger against a carrier when the | lee die s 
] whet era 80 . painter) 125 Harrison St. E.| injury results from a violent | ceded hat the plaintiff avoids a 
ly. Hay anding and comprehension of Bankru teles Orange; liab $2,467; assets $300 APs ‘ t tet  (Continned on Pane te 
Ea 99 on laws and g vernmental insti- p | 05; vol; refr Porter. 6-17 teagete or a sudden start,107 or | = nates 
iplates ; ns, the reasons for having cinisiaitesintane ORSOR, Katherine R. (Reception- the failure of a door catch to 1115. Hugh Atlantic City and Shore 
lenea and the part that law ob-|BLAIR, James (Manager) 3559 ist at a) William | hold,198 or the sudden closing of — c ote 33, ae 
Al f z - aa : 5 7. a Bee ar 3. Se entra , " 
by an 5 nce plays in a well regulated Union Av., Pennsauken Twnsp; mm. bgt - 5 acre la door operated by air pressure,109 | 05°) sige 
a lle a a vol; refr Gaskill, Camden: solr assets $26 » vol, PF a ; ’ or the piercing of a bus by an axle | 117. Mumma v. Easton and A. R. R. Co., 
Alth peaceful government. zs ] Grifinger & Griffinger, | 5 : | om. ae He 
¥ ae ; M. F. VanIstendal, Camden, N. ogee —— 8 ’| after the wheel fell off,11° or a de- | 73 N. J. L. 653, 65 A. 208 (B & A 1808). 
ation agains The public needs help from ev- J; liab $14,607.71; assets $750; Nwk. 6-15 | ; : mr OF & |The court indicated that a contrary 
nade by ; ery source to accomplish this end, 6-15 ’| SCHAEFER, Charles (Electrician) | railment,111 or wrong signals,112 result would be arrived at if a steadily 
! . Mion: liab $49,229. | or sudden stop,113 or finally moving train had blown its whistle. 
iS a mi: a and the Junior Barristers of the |BURACK, Ephraim Frank (Auto- ! Township of Union; liab $49, sia = 3 en stop,’™ a™y | 118. Supra, “Condition Prerequisite to 
ve it Los Angeles Bar Association mobile Service Manager) 710 | 81; ry a — a ae. | from a defective switch.114 In all | the fa manage of Res Ipsa Loquitur” 
a : shee - 4 ge ‘edt Se ter; solr ymond A. ee) ft — BY rhs A-(2). 
rke Vv. Mon. know of no greater force for the ma ag Rope SE agar —o 6-18 | 104. Loffler v. D. L. & W. R. R. Co 
e : ‘ mplishment f the desire 900,621.57; assets $50; vol;; ; | 113, 172 A. 497 (E & A 1934) a ? 
. L. E., 2 omplisi eget o Ue bcsipg d refr Porter; solr Friedman & | SCHWARTZBERG, Harry M. (In-| 1044. Price v. N. Y. Central R. R. C Foreign Attorneys 
had 11 than a widespread public in- Morris, Nrk. 6-13 surance Collector) 255 Court/92N. J. L. 429, 105 A. 187 (E & A 1918) i : 
the rmation program carried on and|DE MARIS, Arthur M. (Real Es- St., Eliz; liab $3,329.81; assets oa 75 N. J. L. 836, 69 A. 17i (E & A F — CONSULTANT 
i ; Bragg ie des + . = <2 aaaaee vine ae ) M. H. ROSENHOUSE 
fer , stered by the young Bar with a Ins. Broke wel 601 Eighth $50; vol; refr Rg tO solr | 106 Burr v. Penn. R. R. Co., 64 N. J 39 BROADWAY, NEW YORK 
lilt + i e fixed purpose of explaining to St., Ocean City; liab $27,182.15; | Bernard Jacobs, Nrk. 6- | L. 30,8 44 A. 845 (Sup. Ct. 1899); Jack- | DIGBY 4-0340 
lilt nh s a : assets $460: vol: refr Steedle,| WEISBERG, Joseph (Wage Earn-|son v. D. L. & W. R. R. Co. 111 N. J Miami Office Long Maintained 
l by } * youth the meaning of law, the Atl. Citv: solr Robt. K. Bell er) 726 Hoyer St., N. Bergen; | L. 487 170 A. 22 (E & A 1933) 11 Years Active Florida Practitioner 
He : ncepts of law, its ends and ob-| Ocean City. 6-16 liab $17,172; assets $100; vol; be ergs 9 (iz > an . Civil & Criminal Services 
the tives. DI PACE. Charles (Shoemaker) refr Grimshaw, J. C; solr Ber- | i653 Kyse v. D. L. & W. R. R. Co., 89 Available to Lawyers Only, 
ae “The Se ehectie P 82 Merchant St.. Nwk: liab $4 nard A. Green, J. C. 6-16 N. J. L. 363, 98 A. 193 (E & A 1916) oo 
ey i = major objective of our ta ceedin wee: wake sade WIXTED, Francis H. (laborer) fel geo age ny H. & M. R. R. Co 
23 } ivenile crime prevention commit- Porter: solr nat - ce > re. Medford; liab $21, | 35; sits 
| orter; solr Mario A. Maffeo, Stokes Ave., } ord, il >4*,1110. Rapp v. Butler Newark Bus Line 
cal M. p. tee op the Junior Barristers is, in Nwk. 6-15 765.32; assets $254. 60; vol; refr | supra note 40 Lorenzo J. Roel 
les v. M brief, to create an awakened com- | EONAITIS, Mary (Housewife) 241 yg ey og eat | pes a ee MEXICAN LAWYER 
23 \unity responsibility on the part| Bellevue St., Eliz; liab $101,170. | Ss. acs eget ly re iad De ee iin ies i 8 a TO MEXICAN CONSULATE 
nt f ou 1 aration toward | 01; assets $100; vol; refr Port- | ZLOTNI , Morris (Carpenter | 601, 46 A. 624 (E & A 1900) 9 BRO/ y 7 
Magee tater — m ogee, er: solr Saul Lehr. Eliz. 6-13 | & builder) 603 Alexander Av., | 113. Cox v. Scott, supra note 65 149 BROADWAY, NEW YORE 
the necessity for observing oUr| myeNT John (Boiler Room Help- | Linden; liab $102,685; assets pond age = gaa v. Jersey City Ry Tel. BArclay 7-4797 
Merchana. aws, respecting our institutions | er) 200 Vashingto n Av., Egg none; vol; refr Porter solr Jul- | sacks ares : — 
‘or Resale f government and the govern- Harbor City: liab $3,443.58: as- ius N. Asch, Elizabeth; N. J. | 
mental agencies that enfarce the | sets $100; vol; refr Steedle, Atl 6-16 THE STATE CAPITAL TITLE 
avr : : City; solr David S. Harrison, | - | 
Irt law. It is the aim of the com- | . ’ ° 
— mittee to develop the thought in | Atl City. 6-16 <a Res Ipsa Loquitur | & ABSTRACT Co. 
g sien ea aig . sis aie | FR ANCAVILLA, Saverio (Brok- Searches "] Supreme Court Abstracts of U. S. Court Pro- 
1e young mind that crime is a| er, Real Estate) 3011 Atl. Av. at —" and U. S. Court. ceedings 
hallen to society and t y- Atl. City; liab $57,387.59; as- (Continued from Page 4) scellaneous 
h ige to eek y an O gov- | le a 9 we ” Ai Abstracts of Chancery Pro- man ellaneous Information and 
a ernment itself. Sets eeu, ee kere fees) ceedings Forms 
Bt '< solr Ernest Curtis, At]. City.6-15 |.» 4 jury case.100 Such situations ; Certificates as to Corporate 
GAPI NSKI Maryan & Stefania, | will wh dont nated as ones of “low Certificates of Regularity Standing 
fend ee ind. & partners ta Gapinskis, cioiiaes : S16 ie : | Prompt and Accurate Service 
urrent DeCISIONS | 151 Witkinson av. J. C; liab | probability”. In either group, there . 
$33,600: assets-——none: vol: refr}| must be some probability of neg- Offices: Trenton Trust Bldg., Trenton, N. J. 
tiffs G haw, J. C: solr Arthur] ligence on the part of the carrier Telephone Trenton 8439 
(Continued from page 1) Kimmel, J. C. 6-17 ec from the circumstances National ayo ae ee Semee N. J. 
a a tate neti oe . slephone MArket 3-22 
. a - : a A oe Be al | 4 “res ipsa loquitur” will not be P , 
’ time, but only the reasonable prob- dealer) 39 c. 29 St., Pater- | - Seer oer ceererase agers naeaaeensearaieneseemernen 
SOV neice ’ iad feo ET get ae poor Thus where the plaintiff ee ee ee 7" 
old ability of support. (Parson v. Mur- vol: refr Grimshaw. Paterson:|was injured in attempting to 
ef phy, L. R. A. 1918 F. 479, Neb- solr Heller & Hubert, Paterson. | board a trolley at the wrong cor- 
Cc 4 | 
bre raska; Michigan Central Railroad po ; ner and before the car had stop- 
Cach : ve GARFIN t, Claire (Housewife) | yneqg-101 he the plaintiff 
- v. Vreeland, 227 U. S. 59, 28 R.| 391 E. 29th St., Paterson; liab | P°' j - ppecast tis but her 
= : 4 - | tr > rer somethi \ 
' C. L. page 770.) The Nebraska $6468; assets $610; vol; refr| ‘PPC over agpantin : di 
7 mn Jecisi Grimshaw, Paterson; solr Hel-|own testimony indicated the de- 
) pro- decision construes a statute prac-) jer & Hubert, Paterson. 6-15 | fect was not in the platform and 
are tically on all fours with the New {|GERRARD, Gregory (Investigat- Ino notice of foreign substance 
deal- Jersey act, while the United Statee $3 Pee Vegecone 5 a. J i oo was shown to have been given the 
ie ‘. $1,538.74; assets $200; vol; reir |. ; . it :102 
ranty Supreme Court construes the Fed- poe sacral = C: solr trving E. carrier or imputed to it;102 or 
mer- eral Employers Liability Statute, Blum. Nwk. 6-15 | where the passenger merely proved 
: , — : + > > i y t 
S in similarly giving the right of re-|GLADSTONE, Frederick C. that he fell off the train without 
sold covery to “dependents,” and call- (Salesman) 1731 S. Broad on mpaaaiation airncidiitiacianacnte was 
nply ing attention to the fact that such| Trenton; liab $4,530.83; assets |————————_-—_—__~ 
‘ set agg 4A $100; vol; refr Ww eelans; solr|100. Jury case is used to mean that 
for recovery is evidently based upOn | hDavid Deitz. Trenton. 6-15 |the plaintiff will thus avoid a non- 
- in Lord MacNaghten’'s Death Act | GORDON, Harry A. (Dentist) 93 suit at the time when he concludes 
y aN = ae “\lhis direct examination. It does not me 
had & substantially adopted in New Jer- Broadway, Patersen; liab $283, preclude the direction of a verdict for NITED STAI MORTGAGE AND: 
the sey, wh ives th ne meas-| 409-94; assets $275; vol; refr | the defendant if the evidence he prof- oT 
| b 2 ey, ich sige e ea meas Grimshaw, Paterson: solr Kim- fers rebuts any possible inference of ITLE GUARANTY, COMPANY 
ace ure of recovery fo eper its un- | toon S ligence on his part. 
: age SA = te ndents un-/| mel & Kimmel, Paterson. 6-16 | neeligence on bags “ge — ee OF NEW TEKGaE J 
of der our New Jersey decisions. |GOSSIP, George (Carpenter) 226 | “Prima a Phan Pony dent the % —— , 
‘ : | sigh gs n - | rts to designate eitne z 
of. True, a partial dependent, which | Clinton Av., J. C; liab $4,400; as- | plaintiff will aaa a non-suit at the o7 ap 
it petitioner is, if anything, must un- | sets $75; vol; refr Grimshaw, J. | conclusion of his direct, or that after 9 72 : Brown. St: ? NEWARK, N. Ee 
id de fee : C: solr Ezra L. Nolan, J. C. 6-18 | all the evidence on both sides is in he 
er the statute, have had money GRENKE, Alfred J. (Brewery | Will be entitled to go to the jury Telephone egiad 
ar ~ A “actually contributed to them by| worker) 165 Brookdale Av., | Je! ,ochmist 7, No, Jersey, Bt: Oe Oe) | MITCHELL 2-6 te 
re the deceased for their support”; | Nrk; liab $4,523.29; assets $150; | 1901). hs T 2-6300 e 
er else there would be no basis to| vol: refr Porter; solr Wm. F. | i eae (E ae eS. +S) ae 210 MAIN ST., HACKENSACK, N. He 
he determine the percentage of con- ew = ue 103. Paynter v. Bridgeton and M. Trac- | ace : be 
P id 5, |GRENKE, John (Brewery work- | tion Co. 67 N. J L. 619, 52 A. 367 (EB CAPITOL AND SURPLUS OVER $2,000,090.00 


tribution by the employee. 
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er) 165 Brookdale Av., Nrk; 


& A 1912). 
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‘Credit Council Opposes 


Return To N. R. A. 


NEW YORK, June 1 (CCNS) 
After a year without it, 72 per 
cent of the members of the Econ- 
of Na- 
tional Association of Credit Men 
are completely opposed to the re 
turn of their industry and other 
lines of business to the NRA sys- 


omic Credit Council the 


tem, according to a survey of the 
council, released preliminary to 
the opening of the Association's 
41st annual conventi in Rich- 


the week of June 8 


recent of the « 


mond, during 

Twenty-five p« 1 
cil sed 
form of the original NRA, while 
only 3 per cent of the 96 members 
favored the return of the 


members’ voted for a revi 
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non-suit only because of consider- 
ations of public policy and con- 
venience which take root in a de- 
sire to distribute the loss in- 
curred.119 As has already been ob- 
served this policy often coalesces 
into a statutory rule.120 

F. Runaway Horses and auto- 
mobiles. 

In these cases, the doctrine is 
applicable despite the absence of 
actual control of the instrumental- 
ity at the time of the accident. It 
is frequently said that the pres- 
ence of unattended runaway hors- 
es, as to which the owner is un- 
der a high degree of responsibility, 
raises an inference of negligence 
on the part of the owner,!21 
does the fact that an 
runs wild after being parked on 
the street.122 The New Jersey 
courts have made no distinction in 
the automobile cases on the basis 
of the time elapsing between the 


parking and the running wild.123 
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automobile 
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conclusion did not prejudice the | 
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of the fact that the defendant | 
had presented sufficient evidence | 
by way of rebuttal to justify the | 
jury’s verdict for the defendant | 
anyway. Nevertheless, if res ipsa | 
loquitur was relevant at all 
this kind of situation, it seems as | 
if it was equally applicable in both 
The decisions cannot be | 
reconciled on the basis of a pres- 
ence or absence of proof of specif- 
negligence because there 
of specific negligence 
both instances. 
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cannot escape liability by proof 
that it was the custom for nurses 
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Jersey City Stanton, A. M 





LEGAL PHOTOGRAPHY—BLUE PRINTS 


CAMDEN, N. J. 





be mailed out the same day. 


OFFICIAL APPELLATE PRINTER | 


to more than 2000 Attorneys 


I. F. Huntzinger Co., Inc. 
APPELLATE PRINTERS 


Since 1902 
119 FEDERAL STREET, CAMDEN, N. J. 


Camden 1249 ar 90. 


printers—possibly 


and accuracy of style, 


| 
work, but, with our unassailable reputation for quality, efficiency of 
most APPELLATE priniers in the State of New } 


Service: You mail your copy for Brief in the afternoon, we receive 
it next morning, and the books, expertly proof-read and printed, can 
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| 
| 
| 
| 





yune 


chezper—who advertise law 


we believe that we are the fore- 
Jersey. 








We are thoroughly familiar with the rules of all 
State and United States Courts. 
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SUMMER SCHEDULE - UPPER AND DISTRICT COURTS 





Upper Courts 


ATLANTIC COUNTY 
Last trial date, July 3 
h) Hon. Wilfred H. Jayne will hear 
\f ircuit Court motions every Friday 
ea g the month of July 
The opening of the October tern. 
® October 13. Trials will be re- 
sumed October 26 
BERGEN COUNTY 
Justice Joseph L. Bodine 
No schedule motion days July 
and August. If emergency matter 
irises, communicate with the 


S 


| 
as are available, they having kind- 


] 
t 
E 


J 


J 


Ji 


y 
¢ 





y consented to handle such mat- 
ers in the absence of Justice 
-"arker 
HUDSON COUNTY 

Last Trial date, July 3 
Common Pleas Motions 
Part I—Hon. Robert V 
uly 21 and August 18 
Part II—Hon. Th 
uly 22, August 5-19 

Part IV—Hon, James R 
lly 15-29, August 12-26 
No motion days have been set as 
et in the Circuft 
Jourts 


Kinkead 
srown 


yas H 


Erwin 


Supreme and 


BURLINGTON COUNTY 
Ist Dist. Mount Holly 
Last trial date, July 31. 
Return dates, August 
28 
Trials resumed, September 4. 
CAPE MAY COUNTY 
Cape May 
Last trial date, July 16. 
Trial days, First and 
Thursdays of the month. 
Return days, Every Wednesday. 
Trials resumed, September 3. 
ESSEX COUNTY 
East Orange 
Last trial date, July 30 


7-14-21- 


third 


MIDDLESEX COUNTY 
New Brunswick 
Trial days, Thursdays 
Return days, Wednesdays 
Trials resumed, September 14 
PASSAIC COUNTY 
Passaic 
Last trial date, June 24 


Trials and return dates during 


vacation 
July 8-22 August 5-19 
Trials resumed, September 9 
Ist Paterson 
trial Ju 29 
during vacation: 
District Court— 


Last date, 


Trials 


ne 


Summit 
Last trial date, July 3 
Return dates, every Thursday 
| during July 
Small claims, every Friday 
ing July 
Trials resumed, September 3 
Linden 
Last trial date, July 29 
Return dates, August 19-26 
Trials resumed, September 2 
Plainfield 
Last trial date, July 1 
Tria] days, July 8-22 August 5. 
12 


Trials resumed, September 9 


meelerk of the Supreme Court at 
frenton, for the name of the near- 
st Justice. 
Hon. Edwin C. Caffrey 
Yourt 
o Last trial date, June 30 
ys Motion day, July 10. No motion 
‘ ay has yet been set for the month 
/ f August. | The opening of the September 
0 Hon, J. Wallace Leyden—Com- | 1«'™ is September 8 
+ a0n Pleas MORRIS COUNTY 
Last trial date, June Supreme and Circuit: 
Motion day, July 3 3 
The opening day of the Septem- 
er Term, is September 8. 
' All ex parte matters for the at- 
® ention of Judge Caffrey should b: 
) ddressed to Samuel J. Kaufman 
"f ecretary to Judge Caffrey, Room 
3 26, 24 Commerce Street, Newark, 


The opening day of the Septem- 
ber term is September 15 

MERCER COUNTY 

Supreme and Circuit: 
Last trial day, June 25 
Motion J Oliphant 
July 14 and August 18 


Circuit 

ae 
+ 
; 


ndc 
iage 


days g 


25 
Last trial day, July 


heard by appointment with Judge 
Lawrence at Freehold 

The opening day of the October 
Term October 13. Trials 
1 November 2 
PASSAIC 
trial date 


is will 


begir 
| COUNTY 
| Last June 26 
a t . f Motion days 
nvelope, for submission to one of , 


of 30 


June 
14 


July 13 


1e Circuit Court Judges vunsel| Judge Wolber 
esiring to submit any important 
mergency matter to the Circuit | 
‘ourt should refer to Mr. |‘ 
‘aufman for the purpose of mal 
i appointment with a C 
' ‘ourt Judge. 
CAMDEN > aoe 
» Last trial date 
) The opening of the September | UNION COUNTY 
erm is September 8. Trials will | and Circuit: 
egin September 14 June 26 
ESSEX COUNTY Judge 
Last trial date, June 26 
Motions-Circuit Court 
Hon. Joseph L. Smith 
Friday, July 10 
_ Hon. Newton H. Porter 
Friday, July 24 
Friday, September 25 
Hon William A. Smith 
Friday, September 11 
Tuesday, September 15 
Special Notice: 
All ex parte and consent orders 
10uld be sent to the Assignment 
; ommissioner, Room 422, Court 
couse, Newark, N. J., with return 
* »If-addressed stamped 
wr submission to of the Cir- 
lit Court Judges. Counsel desiring 
» submit any important matters 
» the Circuit Court should refer 
ime to the Assignment Commis- Last 
oner for the purpose of making T 
mn appointment with a Circuit 
ourt Judge. Court 
Motions-Common Pleas summer 
Hon. Richard Hartshorne 
Wednesday, July 1 
Wednesday, July 8 
Hon. Walter D. Van Riper 
Wednesday, July 22 
Hon. Daniel J. Brennan 
Thursday, August 13 
Monday, August 24 
f-~ —“allas Flannagan 
friday, September 11 


pv. J., with return self nddressed | 
: 
| 


nd September 
J Heher 


nber 


istice 
14 


Common 


same 


ak. For Pleas m 
ircul } 
| Pleas judge 


The opening day of the Septem- 
COUNTY : alee 
9 


a2, 


' is September 22 
June 

supreme 
Last trial 
Motion 


day, 
days 
New 
Elizabeth 
New Br 
Elizabeth 


| Cleary 
Brunswick 

7 inswick 
99 


Common Pleas: 


District Courts 


ATLANTIC COUNTY 
Atlantic City 


enve!l ope 
1 sit 


irt wil the 


t "“O1le?} 7 
one throughout 
mer 


BERGEN COUNTY 
Erglewood 

July 30 

September 

East Rutherford 

will sit throughout the 


trial date 


‘rials resumed, 3 


Hackensack 
Last tri July 31 
Trials resumed, September 11 
Ridgewood 
late, July 29 
September 2 


il date 


Last trial 

Trials resumed 
Westwood 

Last trial date, July 28 

Trials resumed, September 8 


Motions during summer may be | 


and Sep- | 


ytions, | 
» | make arrangements with Common | 


he October | 


Return day, August 21 
Trials resumed, September 9 
Montelair 
Last trial date, Juiy 31 
Return days, August 
September 1. 
Trials resumed, September 2 
Ist Newark 
Last trial date, July 24 
First return date, September 
2nd Newark 
Last trial date, July 28 
Trial and return days during 
July, Mondays and Tuesdays. 
Trials resumed, September 9 
Orange 
Last trial date, July 31 


18 and 


2 
0 





| Trials resumed, September 16 
HUDSON COUNTY 
Bayonne 
Last trial date, July 10. 
Return dates, July 16-23-30 Aug- 





6-13-20-27 at 9:30 A. M. 
Trials resumed, second week in | 
September 


; ust 


Hoboken 

June 30 
Trials resumed, September 8 
| Ist Jersey City 
Last trial date, June 30 
' 

I 


Last trial date, 


Trial dates, July 21-22-23 Aug- 
just 18-19-20 | 
| Return dates, July 1-8-14-21- | 
| 22-23 August 5-6-18-19-20 Septem- | 
ber 2-3 } 
Trials resumed, September 15 

2nd Jersey City 
Last trial date, July 31 
Trial 
Aug 


Ru 


and return dates: 


st 5-26 


Trials resumed, September 2 


— 


9-23 August 6-20 
Small Claims— 
July 21 August 18 
Trials resumed, September 
2nd Paterson 
trial date, June 30 
and return days 


July WARREN COUNTY 
Ist Dist. Phillipsburg 
Last trial date, June 25. 
Trial and return dates, July 
16-30 August 13-27 
Trials will be resumed in Sep- 
tember 


2 
Last 
Trial 

vacation 
July 14-18 August 11-25 
Trials resumed, September 9 

Clifton 
trial date, June 


and return 


during 
/ Belvidere 
Last trial date, June 19. 
Trial and return dates, July 3 
and August 7. 
Last 25 
Trial 
vacation 
July 16-28 August 6-18 
First return date, September 3 
Trials resumed, September 8 
SALEM COUNTY 
Salem 
July 31 


days, every Friday 


Trials resumed in September 
the first and third Fridays of ev- 
ery month. 


days duri1 





PERSONAL 

Jerome C. Eisenberg of Newark 
announces the removal of his law 
offices to 744 Broad Street, New 
Last trial date art 
Return 
Trials resumed, September 4. 

SOMERSET COUNTY 

Ist Dist. Somerville 

July 8-22-August 5- 


iV 


Investigators 





WILLIAM A. MARTIN 
Detective Agency 
Our organization consists of skill- 
fully trained specialists in Detec- 
tive and Secret Service affairs. 
Personal, Civil, Domestic and Fi- 
nancial affairs of any nature. 
No charge for consultation 
51 East 42 St., New York City 
Tel. MUrray Hill 2-3406 


lil Gays 





UNION COUNTY 
Elizabeth 
Last trial date, July 24 
Trial 
July 7-10-17-24 
Return dates 
July 10-17-24-31 


ly 
Trials resumed, 9 


dates 





14-28 


mber 11 


August 





epte 


t 
Union - i Be 

June 26 DETECTIVE AGENCY 
Retur Every Monday 
No trials during July and Aug- 
except by ial application 
eptember 10 


Last ial date 2¢ 


tr 


dates 


DISCRETIONARY INVESTIGATIONS 
302 MARKET STREET, 


ist sper 


e Paterson, 





_ New Jersey 
Trials resumed ° ' 








Kearny 

Last trial] date, July 31 
Return dates, Mondays and Fri- 
during July and August 
Trials resumed, September 14 

Union City 
trial date, June 30 

Tr and return dates: 

July 15-29 August 13 

Trials resumed, September 11 

MORRIS COUNTY 
2nd Dist. Boonton 

Last trial date, June 29 

Trials resumed, August 
3rd Dist. Dover 
| Last trial date, July 29 
| Trials resumed, September 2 
MONMOUTH COUNTY 
| Asbury Park 
will throughout 


vs 


Last 


ial 


3 


the 


—— sit 
Court S1T | 


} summer 
MERCER COUNTY 
Trenton | 
Court will sit as usual during | 
| the summer with the exception of | 
}the month of August, at which | 
will be no tort cases 


time there 


tried. 








» The opening of the September 


=. 





erm, is September 15th. 

Justice Parker will sit on Satur- 

ay, June 27, 1936, at 9:30 o'clock 

. M. He will not sit on any reg- 

lar motion days in July or Au- 

ust. During the summer recess all 
atters which can be taken up by 
Drrespondence may be mailed to 
at Northeast Harbor, Maine 

sure to enclose stamped, self 

dressed return envelope. Litigat- 
Hf matters may be presented to 
ch other Supreme Court Justices | 


“HAVE IT REPORTED—THE 


n Supreme Court Examiners 
Masters in Chancery 


Notaries Public 














Donegan, Slavin & Kabot 


Court Stenographers 


_—_—_———— 


RECORD NEVER FORGETS” 


! 


24 COMMERCE ST. 
NEWARK, N. J. 
MArket 2-2535 








SCHULTHEIS ART GALLERIES 
142 Fulton St., New York City. 
COrtlandt 7-2477-8 


Established 1888 


Legal Subjects—Barmore Collection—Paintings 
Etchings—Sporting Prints—Art Objects. 


Artistic Framing Correspondence Invited 





er?! ee 





. . 
Special Service System, Inc. 
William C. Fay, President 
1060 Broad Street Newark, N. J. 
Mitchell 2-2738 
Specialists in “Concealed Asset” Reports; Insurance 
Claim and Moral Hazard Investigations ANYWHERE. 


vEMeee 
AMERICAN CREDIT 
EXCHANGE 
= 


ONWIDE 


a wat 
» ° 


OOK 








Titles Insured 


BY 








A Company that specializes solely in the examination and 
insuring of titles to real estate 


LAWYERS TITLE GUARANTY 
COMPANY OF NEW JERSEY 


ORGANIZED 1927 


7 NELSON PLACE NEWARK, N. J. 
Opposite Essex County Hall of Records 
Tel. Mitchell 2-7875 


Insures titles to real estate in any part co! 
Northern New Jersey 





RATES ON REQUEST 
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